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October 18, 1966 

r. Clayton Fritchey 

NSiWSDAY 

National Press nldg. 
ashington, D.C. 

Dear r, r. Fritchey, 

Onn expects n child to le- rn, once It h s nicked up e hot cool, not to ac U 
again, ,T ow lonj- win It be before the press shows the con on sense of a child* I am 
referring to your column In the -"achln.gton "tor for the 14th. The press, by Its 
uncritical attitude, by the abdication of its function In our society th- 1 pKe ore 
neir sacred, raeda possible the whitewashing of the aasssnimition of President John F. 

Tennody. ~erh*ps Without so intending, you '.re slappln th* stuff back: on 33 so -n 
as It begins to ne~l. 

aj ht 3 a you will r.'aoll tbit I m?> ie o half-dozen trips to your of dee in ay 
before I founi you in. I then ^ 7 e you a cony of ny boofc 'HITZbiSK: TiLi IV. PORT 0 U THE 
wR iSN 1 QF? § offered to -aa wer any questions you might have anl promised to show you 
the source o» eveything in it if you so requested, iwt that time I earned .you that 
forthcoming bores hod n subtle dedrina that you would not ogre* with, th-t th^ 
assault the integrity of the members of the oamciissfcon. hile iJm *ork i 3 the 
strongest criticism of the Report, it is the one that does* not assault the numbers' 
integrity f»nd se !oa to show bow they could have lent their names to such a palpably 
f^lse document. 

:he critics arc now d^sSianding a naw incuiry ’by some completely u:v re judiced 
on.i ter rle3s body’*’, you say. I esnnot claim to remember the words of the other bookskn 
such intinato detail, hue I think they mike no such dm. ad. believe I am alone in ' 
specifics’!.; concluding that the job expectea of the yomiriission has not been done and 



must be, entirely in public and preferably by Congress, ire you* in contradiction* 

- ? oying that on American President can be killed and we may be satisfied vs long as 
the ~e remains a question within;* the capability of man to answer that is unanswered* 

I presume you ignored my book and your piece came off the top of your hfead, e 
live in a society that r/’kes such d°rv nds u on its writers the 1 : they often cannot 
face their typewriters ith tho responsibility of which they might be capable. But 
when they address themselves to the institution of th- presidency, they owe it to 
our society, ell of whose institutions are automatically involved* to find the time 
to know ’'hat they write about or to remain silent. 

Instead you find your own str^w men end use those of others. For example, you 
ask where "could s more trustworthy group o* men be found", as though this is the 
ouestion. The r«al question i>s where could a busier group of men be found. It is not 
that the members of the Commie ion wer® bunch of crooks at all* for they ore not; 
but were they able to perform their functions! ' f hls la the first question I address 
in These Commissioners were head-fed by their staff. The record is clear 

that they were underin farmed and misinformed- box9d in. You h’iV3 chosan to i:pior9 that 
record and to pontificate iastesd. 

/.hat nonsense you hold down and without complaint when you take Jrecter's ’not 

\r 

a scintilla of new evidence" line and season it with Dulles’s ^sohistry about finding 
"another" assassin. The Commission’s best evidence ij that there could net have been 
a single assassin and that Oswald W33 not one. 'Thy now be concerned with "new evidence", 
welcome as that would be, /hen we h^ve the abundance denied us in the Report and doaiaenA 
ed in my book* ‘hy not examine whfct ^pecter did with that evidence he presented to 
the Commission, what he did and did not do in his function as assistant counsel, nnd 
especially with those "distinguished" doctors of the autopsy. Read my chapter "The 
Doctors and the Autopsy", which like IOC# of the book comes 100$ from the official 
evidence and 3 ee how much new evidence you require to hove the gravest doubts, -^re p 
you satisfied that the first draft of the nutfcpsy (my poge 19ffl) was burned and :;r. 

Specter was so unconcerned he accepted it as normal, like breathing, 9 nd handled it 
so haphazardly that 9ll the other critics take the doctor’s written certification 
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that wh ? jt w*s burned was really the notes 4 « T *hat good reason can there be thxi 
for the Irrevocable destruction of papers of such legal and historic importance, 
especially when the oldest existing draftfcof the autopsy is substantively different 
than the official copy on the basic fact of th autopsy and indeed strongly suggests 
both -er Jury and the subornation of per Jury* "r. Specter was without question, lie 
eakej nothing about the burning of the first draft and nothin.: save one misleading 
question about the changes in the second draft. This is what the members of the 

'■'ommiseion got from th? staff, olus such unhelp ful bit3 as the assurance that the 

staff bed proof that the so-cn 11 od ' found bullet came from the stretcher of Governor 
Connolly when It hod no such proof end tho rasn wh"> found it refused to say this. 

Instead saying he'd net be able to sle^p if be did so »t 

You also swallow his placebo that the improperly suppressed autopsy photographs 

8nd Xreys »r 9 "merely corroborative" of the testimony of the doctors, ‘'ho knows this 

when they hove not been se?n« How can you ignore the porsibility that they are not 

corroborative when the doctors' v>£u testimony i3 in contradiction to itself on the 

basic elements* Is there nay good re 9 son wh, this evidence, what the lawyers call 

K/ 

"best evidence", is not in the record us evidence mil theft, if there be good reason, 
kept in secret but as part of the evidence* Is there "ny reason the medical experts, 
sho supposedly took the President's body apart as their ewful task required, should 

not have had this "best evidence" os th basis of their testimony, not artists' rep- 

resentations of dubious antecedents* 

You talks about Specter * 9 nonsense ns though it were good sense. But your lock 
of knowledge denies you th-' understanding th?it in that major part of the Report ^or 
which Specter was responsible, he substituted a hypothesis for fact. The Report says 
the doctors said that .single "found” bullet could b inflicted seven non-fatal in- 
juries on both men, smashing b^nes in the ^oMmor s ch*=*st and vrist and lodging a 
fragment in his thigh while remaining virtually intact and unrautilated ( and ignoring 
the lack of deformity) whereas the doctors to a men swore this could not have happened. 



>^v. Tf 1 do not have enough citations to thi3 testimony for you, let 



me know and I’ll give you more, Tor on this essential point there is such on 
abundance, 100$ against *r. Specter, that I had not the apace for e^-l of it. 

The: e la no limit to the probative evidence that is <rntrary to t'.he 
conclusions or the rri conclusions that derive from the po rest evidence ex one or, 
unfortunately, from no evidence or raw* worse, ore in contradiction to all of t> 
evidence of whatever character. *bi«, edmifedly, it. ia hard to believe. But I offer 
to show it tc you, sa my book leads you directly to it where I found it.. 

On the question of the Integrity of the members, ore you prepared to believe 

that Jerry Ford took out hia sharp little scissors end sniped off half of one of the 

most importent pieces of evidence, a photorgaph, perhaps the most seen photograph in 
the esse. Look on my pages 202-3. Do you think it* likely that Senator Russell’ brought 
in ala home movie outfit and spliced out those frames of the "aprudor movie that he 
didn’t like* Look on my P -.ge 206. And what an amateur Job of splicing this isJ 7hy 

should the intact movie have been doctored at all. This is a photograph of psge 19 

of Volume 18 of the record. Look at it yourself. Missing arc dromes 208-11, inclusive, 
with the alterations of 207 and 212 obvious. Yet it ir. We 210, according to the 
Report, where the President r;as accessible to the assassin allegedly in that sixth- 
floor snipers' nest for the first time. T hl8 f rgraa doas not 9Xl3t lQ ^ offlolgl 

evidence. There ia only a deformed and indistinct copy of it. 0 o you need "new 
evidence to know thet this should not h^ve Tiep~enod* 

On pe.ee 208 of nUEraSH you will find this bullet of the wondrous powers as 
it is photographed in the evidence. There is not a visible blemish, an. the testimony 
of those experts examining it Is that there ,es none, van in the reproduction of the 
reproduction, the scorings of the rifling are unblemished. *et the FBI firearms expert, 
without contradiction from any source, testified that if this bullet had hit not nuraroua 
bones and lost mime: ous fragments but had Just struck coarse cloth or leather it 
•would thereby have been marked. lie testlfie that this bullet h.d been wiped before it 
reached him, but that it still had foreign matter cn it. He did not make any examination 
* 0 detorailne the mature of the foreign matter (was it bone or blood.) and the Commission 
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and p-irticulerly its counsel on whom the responsibility for tbs r^l work fell 
asked no questions about tho reported wiping off of the evidence or the failure of the 
FBI to seek to ;eern whet evidence remained and never directed that at even a lote 
dete such an examination be undertaken. 

All the 'nawevidence" you. Specter ana Dulles may want is in the 26 vfclumss 

I 

end not in the Report* There i3 more in addition that will be forthcoming. 

If ours is to be the kind of society we want it to be, the kind of country 
it bee been, then this entire mess nust be W83&ed out cleanly. Here no one bee rs 
greater responsibility than the pross, not only because this ir=. its function but 
because in this particular esse it made the entire mess possible. Had it not 
defeulted during the investigation end upon issuance of the Deport, the present 
nasty situation would not exist, *ou cannot evade your personal responsibility 
by blindly ignoring truth and defaming reason. 

The draage your column has don? is great. I do hope you wiT have the 
desire to rectify it, for this addresses itself to the fundamental integrity of 
our society. 

If I can in any way help, please ask me to. I did not make this offer to 
you to begin with without intending to keep my promise. 

oincerely yours, 



Harold eisberg 



